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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of tine general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other connments: Examiner Colaianni proposed canceling claims 3 and 8 because 
they were directed to an embodiment not described in the Written Description. Specifically, claims 3 and 8 contain 
limitations directed to the two heat exchanger system, not the single heat exchanger system as was claimed in original 
claims 3 and 8. Newly added claims 10 and 1 1 contain the subject matter of original claims 3 and 8 but claim 10 and 
1 1's dependency is now directed to the two heat exchanger embodiment. Mr. Meehan agreed to the change without 
prejudice and suggested several changes to the Written Description and claim 9. All of the changes were found to be 
agreeable by both the Examiner and Mr. Meehan. 
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